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11. Department of the Treasury, Office
of Enforcement (N1–56–02–2, 9 items, 9
temporary items). Paper and electronic
versions of individual student files,
class files, and student medical/health
files accumulated by the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Center. Also
included are electronic copies of
documents created using electronic mail
and word processing.

12. Environmental Protection Agency,
Office of Prevention, Pesticides, and
Toxic Substances (N1–412–02–6, 2
items, 2 temporary items). Records
relating to child-resistant packaging,
including such files as requests for
information, status reviews of products,
copies of Federal Register Notices,
policy notices, requests for exemptions
from regulations, and reports. Also
included are electronic copies of records
created using electronic mail and word
processing.

13. Tennessee Valley Authority, River
System Operations and Environment,
(N1–142–02–3, 19 items, 9 temporary
items). Notes, feature separates, film,
scribe sheets, printing negatives, and
related material used in creating maps
for publication. Also included are
electronic copies of records created
using electronic mail, word processing,
and other office automation
applications. Record sets of all printed
maps and related indexes are proposed
for permanent retention.

Dated: April 11, 2002.
Michael J. Kurtz,
Assistant Archivist for Record Services—
Washington, DC.
[FR Doc. 02–9625 Filed 4–18–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7515–01–P

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Advisory Committee for Education and
Human Resources; Meeting

In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92–
463, as amended), the National Science
Foundation announces the following
meeting.

Name: Advisory Committee for Education
and Human Resources (#1119).

Dates/Time: May 15, 2002, 8:30 a.m.–6
p.m.; May 16, 2002, 8:20 a.m.–3 p.m.

Place: National Science Foundation, 4201
Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, VA.

Type of Meeting: Open.
Contact Person: John B. Hunt, Senior

Liaison, ACEHR, Directorate for Education
and Human Resources, National Science
Foundation, 4201 Wilson Boulevard, Room
805, Arlington, VA 22230, 703–292–8602.

Summary Minutes: May be obtained from
contact person listed above.

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and
recommendations concerning NSF support
for Education and Human Resources.

Agenda: Discussion of FY 2002 programs
of the Directorate for Education and Human
Resources and planning for future activities.

Dated: April 16, 2002.
Susanne Bolton,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–9667 Filed 4–18–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–368]

Entergy Operations, Inc.; Arkansas
Nuclear One, Unit 2; Exemption

1.0 Background
Entergy Operations, Inc. (the licensee)

is the holder of Facility Operating
License No. NPF–6 which authorizes
operation of the Arkansas Nuclear One,
Unit 2 (ANO–2) nuclear power plant.
The license provides, among other
things, that the facility is subject to all
rules, regulations, and orders of the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC,
the Commission) now or hereafter, in
effect.

The facility consists of a pressurized
water reactor located in Pope County,
Arkansas.

2.0 Request/Action
Title 10 of the Code of Federal

Regulations (10 CFR), part 50, Appendix
G requires that pressure-temperature (P–
T) limits be established for reactor
pressure vessels (RPVs) during normal
operating and hydrostatic or leak rate
testing conditions. Specifically,
Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50 states
that ‘‘[t]he appropriate requirements on
both the pressure-temperature limits
and the minimum permissible
temperature must be met for all
conditions.’’ Further, Appendix G of 10
CFR Part 50 specifies that the
requirements for these limits are based
on the application of evaluation
procedures given in Appendix G to
Section XI of the American Society of
Mechanical Engineers (ASME) Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code (Code). In this
exemption, consistent with the current
provisions of 10 CFR 50.55(a), all
references to the ASME Code denote the
1995 Edition through the 1996 Addenda
of the ASME Code.

In order to address provisions of
amendments to the ANO–2 Technical
Specification (TS) P–T limit curves, the
licensee requested in its submittal dated
October 30, 2001, that the staff exempt
ANO–2 from application of specific

requirements of Appendix G to 10 CFR
Part 50, and substitute use of ASME
Code Case N–641. ASME Code Case N–
641 permits the use of an alternate
reference fracture toughness curve for
RPV materials and permits the
postulation of a circumferentially-
oriented flaw for the evaluation of
circumferential RPV welds when
determining the P–T limits. The
proposed exemption request is
consistent with, and is needed to
support, the ANO–2 TS amendment that
was contained in the same submittal.
The proposed ANO–2 TS amendment
will revise the P–T limits for heatup,
cooldown, and inservice test limitations
for the reactor coolant system (RCS)
through 32 effective full power years of
operation.

Code Case N–641
The licensee has proposed an

exemption to allow use of ASME Code
Case N–641 in conjunction with
Appendix G to ASME Section XI, 10
CFR 50.60(a), and 10 CFR part 50,
Appendix G, to establish P–T limits for
the ANO–2 RPV.

The proposed TS amendment to
revise the P–T limits for ANO–2 relies
in part on the requested exemption.
These revised P–T limits have been
developed using the lower bound KIC

fracture toughness curve shown in
ASME Section XI, Appendix A, Figure
A–2200–1, in lieu of the lower bound
KIA fracture toughness curve of ASME
Section XI, Appendix G, Figure G–
2210–1, as the basis fracture toughness
curve for defining the ANO–2 P–T
limits. In addition, the revised P–T
limits have been developed based on the
use of a postulated circumferentially-
oriented flaw for the evaluation of RPV
circumferential welds in lieu of the
axially-oriented flaw which would be
required by Appendix G to Section XI
of the ASME Code. The other margins
involved with the ASME Section XI,
Appendix G process of determining P–
T limit curves remain unchanged.

Use of the KIC curve as the basis
fracture toughness curve for the
development of P–T operating limits is
more technically correct than use of the
KIA curve. The KIC curve appropriately
implements the use of a relationship
based on static initiation fracture
toughness behavior to evaluate the
controlled heatup and cooldown
process of a RPV, whereas the KIA

fracture toughness curve codified into
Appendix G to Section XI of the ASME
Code was developed from more
conservative crack arrest and dynamic
fracture toughness test data. The
application of the KIA fracture toughness
curve was initially codified in
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Appendix G to Section XI of the ASME
Code in 1974 to provide a conservative
representation of RPV material fracture
toughness. This initial conservatism was
necessary due to the limited knowledge
of RPV material behavior in 1974.
However, additional knowledge has
been gained about RPV materials which
demonstrates that the lower bound on
fracture toughness provided by the KIA

fracture toughness curve is well beyond
the margin of safety required to protect
the public health and safety from
potential RPV failure.

Likewise, the use of a postulated
circumferentially-oriented flaw in lieu
of an axially-oriented one for the
evaluation of a circumferential RPV
weld is more technically correct. The
size of flaw required to be postulated for
P–T limit determination has a depth of
one-quarter of the RPV wall thickness
and a length six times the depth. Based
on the direction of welding during the
fabrication process, the only technically
reasonable orientation for such a large
flaw is for the plane of the flaw to be
circumferentially-oriented (i.e., parallel
to the direction of welding). Prior to the
development of ASME Code Case N–641
(and the similar ASME Code Case N–
588), the required postulation of an
axially-oriented flaw for the evaluation
of a circumferential RPV weld has
provided an additional, unnecessary
level of conservatism to the overall
evaluation.

In addition, P–T limit curves based on
the K IC fracture toughness curve and
postulation of a circumferentially-
oriented flaw for the evaluation of RPV
circumferential welds, will enhance
overall plant safety by opening the P–T
operating window with the greatest
safety benefit in the region of low
temperature operations. The operating
window through which the operator
heats up and cools down the RCS is
determined by the difference between
the maximum allowable pressure
determined by Appendix G of ASME
Section XI, and the minimum required
pressure for the reactor coolant pump
seals adjusted for instrument
uncertainties. A narrow operating
window could potentially have an
adverse safety impact by increasing the
possibility of inadvertant overpressure
protection system actuation due to
pressure surges associated with normal
plant evolutions such as RCS pump
starts and swapping operating charging
pumps with the RCS in a water-solid
condition.

Since application of ASME Code Case
N–641 provides appropriate procedures
to establish maximum postulated
defects and evaluate those defects in the
context of establishing RPV P–T limits,

this application of the Code Case
maintains an adequate margin of safety
for protecting RPV materials from brittle
failure. Therefore, the licensee
concluded that these considerations
were special circumstances pursuant to
10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii), ‘‘[a]pplication of
the regulation in the particular
circumstances would not serve the
underlying purpose of the rule or is not
necessary to achieve the underlying
purpose of the rule.’’

In summary, the ASME Section XI,
Appendix G procedure was
conservatively developed based on the
level of knowledge existing in 1974
concerning reactor coolant pressure
boundary materials and the estimated
effects of operation. Since 1974, the
level of knowledge about the fracture
mechanics behavior of RCS materials
has been greatly expanded, especially
regarding the effects of radiation
embrittlement and the understanding of
fracture toughness properties under
static and dynamic loading conditions.
The NRC staff concurs that this
increased knowledge permits relaxation
of the ASME Section XI, Appendix G
requirements by application of ASME
Code Case N–641, while maintaining,
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii), the
underlying purpose of the ASME Code
and the NRC regulations to ensure an
acceptable margin of safety against
brittle failure of the RPV.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
exemption request submitted by the
licensee, and has concluded that an
exemption should be granted to permit
the licensee to utilize the provisions of
ASME Code Case N–641 for the purpose
of developing ANO–2 RPV P–T limit
curves.

3.0 Dicsussion
Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12, the

Commission may, upon application by
any interested person or upon its own
initiative, grant exemptions from the
requirements of 10 CFR part 50 when (1)
the exemptions are authorized by law,
will not present an undue risk to public
health or safety, and are consistent with
the common defense and security; and
(2) when special circumstances are
present.

Special circumstances, pursuant to 10
CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii), are present in that
continued operation of ANO–2 with the
P–T curves developed in accordance
with ASME Section XI, Appendix G
without the relief provided by ASME
Code Case N–641 is not necessary to
achieve the underlying purpose of
Appendix G to 10 CFR part 50.
Application of ASME Code Case N–641,
in lieu of the requirements of ASME
Code Section XI, Appendix G, provides

an acceptable alternative evaluational
procedure which will continue to meet
the underlying purpose of Appendix G
to 10 CFR part 50. The underlying
purpose of the regulations in Appendix
G to 10 CFR part 50 is to provide an
acceptable margin of safety against
brittle failure of the RCS during any
condition of normal operation to which
the pressure boundary may be subjected
over its service lifetime.

The NRC staff examined the licensee’s
rationale to support the exemption
request, and accepts the licensee’s
determination that an exemption would
be required to approve the use of Code
Case N–641. The staff finds that the use
of ASME Code Case N–641 would meet
the underlying intent of Appendix G to
10 CFR part 50. Therefore, the NRC staff
concluded that the application of the
technical provisions of ASME Code
Case N–641 provided sufficient margin
in the development of RPV P–T limit
curves such that the underlying purpose
of the regulations (Appendix G to 10
CFR part 50) continue to be met such
that the specific conditions required by
the regulations, i.e., use of all provisions
in Appendix G to Section XI of the
ASME Code, were not necessary. The
NRC staff further concluded that the
exemption requested by the licensee is
justified based on the special
circumstances of 10 CFR 50(a)(2)(ii),
that ‘‘[a]pplication of the regulation in
the particular circumstances would not
serve the underlying purpose of the rule
or is not necessary to achieve the
underlying purpose of the rule.’’

Based upon a consideration of the
conservatism that is explicitly
incorporated into the methodologies of
Appendix G to 10 CFR part 50;
Appendix G to Section XI of the ASME
Code; and Regulatory Guide 1.99,
Revision 2, the staff concluded that
application of ASME Code Case N–641,
as described, would provide an
adequate margin of safety against brittle
failure of the RPV. This is also
consistent with the determination that
the staff has reached for other licensees
under similar conditions, based on the
same considerations. Therefore, the staff
concludes that requesting the exemption
under the special circumstances of 10
CFR 50.12(a)(2)(ii) is appropriate, and
that the methodology of Code Case N–
641 may be used to revise the P–T limits
for the ANO–2 RPV.

4.0 Conclusion
Accordingly, the Commission has

determined that, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12(a), the exemption is authorized by
law, will not present an undue risk to
the public health and safety, and is
consistent with the common defense
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and security. Also, special
circumstances are present. Therefore,
the Commission hereby grants Entergy
Operations, Inc. an exemption from the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.60 and 10
CFR part 50, Appendix G, to allow
application of ASME Code Case N–641
in establishing TS requirements for the
reactor vessel pressure limits at low
temperatures for ANO–2.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.21, 51.32, and
51.35, an environmental assessment and
finding of no significant impact was
published in the Federal Register on
April 8, 2002 (67 FR 16769).
Accordingly, based upon the
environmental assessment, the
Commission has determined that the
granting of this exemption will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment.

This exemption is effective upon
issuance.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 15th day
of April 2002.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Ledyard B. Marsh,
Acting Director, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 02–9621 Filed 4–18–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Proposed Data Collection Available for
Public Comment and
Recommendations

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
requirement of section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
which provides opportunity for public
comment on new or revised data
collections, the Railroad Retirement
Board (RRB) will publish periodic
summaries of proposed data collections.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed information collection is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information has practical
utility; (b) the accuracy of the RRB’s
estimate of the burden of the collection
of the information; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (d)
ways to minimize the burden related to
the collection of information on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Title and purpose of information
collection:

Statement of Authority to Act for
Employee; OMB 3220–0034.

Under Section 5(a) of the Railroad
Unemployment Insurance Act (RUIA),
claims for benefits are to be made in
accordance with such regulations as the
Railroad Retirement Board (RRB) shall
prescribe. The provisions for claiming
sickness benefits as provided by Section
2 of the RUIA are prescribed in 20 CFR
335.2. Included in these provisions is
the RRB’s acceptance of forms executed
by someone else on behalf of an
employee if the RRB is satisfied that the
employee is sick or injured to the extent
of being unable to sign forms.

The RRB utilizes Form SI–10,
Statement of Authority to Act for
Employee, to provide the means for an
individual to apply for authority to act
on behalf of an incapacitated employee
and also to obtain the information
necessary to determine that the
delegation should be made. Part I of the
form is completed by the applicant for
the authority and Part II is completed by
the employee’s doctor. One response is
requested for each respondent.
Completion is required to obtain
benefits.

The RRB proposes no changes to
Form SI–10.

The estimated annual respondent
burden is as follows:

Form: SI–10.
Estimate of Annual Responses: 400.
Estimated Completion Time: 6

minutes.
Total Burden Hours: 40.
Additional Information or Comments:

To request more information or to
obtain a copy of the information
collection justification, forms, and/or
supporting material, please call the RRB
Clearance Officer at (312) 751–3363.
Comments regarding the information
collection should be addressed to
Ronald J. Hodapp, Railroad Retirement
Board, 844 N. Rush Street, Chicago,
Illinois 60611–2092. Written comments
should be received within 60 days of
this notice.

Chuck Mierzwa,
Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–9581 Filed 4–18–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7905–01–M

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
requirement of section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
which provides opportunity for public
comment on new or revised data
collections, the Railroad Retirement

Board (RRB) will publish periodic
summaries of proposed data collections.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed information collection is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information has practical
utility; (b) the accuracy of the RRB’s
estimate of the burden of the collection
of the information; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (d)
ways to minimize the burden related to
the collection of information on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Title and Purpose of information
collection:

Request for Medicare Payment; OMB
3220–0131.

Under section 7(d) of the Railroad
Retirement Act, the RRB administers the
Medicare program for persons covered
by the railroad retirement system. The
collection obtains the information
needed by Palmetto GBA, the Medicare
carrier for railroad retirement
beneficiaries, to pay claims for
payments under Part B of the Medicare
program. Authority for collecting the
information is prescribed in 42 CFR
424.32.

The RRB currently utilizes Forms G–
740S and HCFA 1500 to secure the
information necessary to pay Part B
Medicare Claims. One response is
completed for each claim. Completion is
required to obtain a benefit.

No changes are proposed to RRB Form
G–740S or HCFA Form 1500.

The RRB estimates annual respondent
burden associated with RRB Form G–
740s as follows:

Estimated number of responses: 100.
Estimated completion time per

response: 15 minutes.
Estimated annual burden hours: 25.
Additional Information or Comments:

To request more information or to
obtain a copy of the information
collection justification, forms, and/or
supporting material, please call the RRB
Clearance Officer at (312) 751–3363.
Comments regarding the information
collection should be addressed to
Ronald J. Hodapp, Railroad Retirement
Board, 944 N. Rush Street, Chicago,
Illinois 60611–2092. Written comments
should be received within 60 days of
this notice.

Chuck Mierzwa,
Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–9582 Filed 4–18–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7905–01–M
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